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Pexrson(s) in Charge of the Facility:

Facility Name: Q‘ﬁu&ﬁta /DCFD QE_EEK - =
Location: ALUGET L. CST Cra OOUH"‘ﬁ\

EPA Region: =

Name of Reviewer: Q. E. NMoss I Date: "Z/ZO/%Z
General Description of the Facility:

(For example: 1landfill, surface impoundment, pile, container; .
types of hazardous substances; location of the facility;
contamination rpute of major concern; types of information
needed for rating; agency action, etc.)
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CROUND WATER ROUTE WORK‘ SHEET

Assigned Value Hulei- Max.| Ref.
Rating Factor (Ciicle One) plier Score Ecote(Szction)
1
0 oaserven RELEASE 0 @ 1 Ys | 45 3.1
1f observed release is given a score of 45, proceea to line [&].
I1f observed release is given a score of O, proceed to line .
@ ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS - 3.2
Depth to Aquifer of 0123 2 6
Concern
. Net Precipitation 0123 1 3
Permeability of the 0123 1 3
Unsaturated Zone
Physical State 0123 1 3
f Total Route Characteristics Score N/ 15
B contanment 0123 1 N/l 3 3.3
[ waste CHARACTERISTICS 3.4
Toxicity/Persistence 03691215 63:) 1 1€ 18
Hazardous Waste @1 234567178 1 =) 8
Quantity
. Total VWaste Characteristics Score ‘8 26
)
TARGETS 3.5
Ground Vater Use 0(l)2 3 3 3 9
Distance to Near- - @Y 6 8 10 1 o 40
est Well/Population 12 16 18 20
Served 24 30 32 35 40
Total Targets Score 5 49
B 1f 14ne [3] 15 45, wureiply [ = x &
If line [1] s 0, wultiply(d x [J x x 8§ 57,330
Divide 1 by 57 « 7
ivide line [§] by 57,330 and multiply by 100 Sgv = -, 7

S 18y =

Figure 2

Ground Water Route Work Sheet
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S ~— S’ —
SURFACE WATER ROUTL WORK SHEET
Assigned Value Hilti- Max Ref.
Rating. Factor {Circle One) plier Score Score [(Section
OBSERVED RELEASE - o @ 1 e | as | 4.

1{ observed release is given a value of 45, proceed to line .
If observed release is given a value of O, proceed to line |2

HEx 1B x & .= HEto = =W

Surface Water Route Work Sheet

23

V)
(o TLD

T v =~ 7). S8

ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS 4.2
Facility Slope and 0123 T T3
* Intervening Terrain -
l-yr. 24-hr. Rainfall 0123 1 3
Distance to Nearest 01213 2 6
Surface Water
Physical State 0123 1 3
Total Route Characteristics Score N/A 15
B commaromyr 06123 : 1 /n 31 4.3
m WASTE CHARACTERISTICS L. &
Toxicity/Persistence 03691215 1 12 18
Bazardous Waste @®12345678 1 ) 8
Quantity '
Total Waste Characteristics Score s 26
TARGETS L.S
Surface Water Use @ e 9
Distance to a Sensitive @1 23 - 6
Environment .
Population Served/ @ 681 1 o 40
Distance to Water 16 18 20
Intake Downstream 30 32 35 40
Total Targets Score e 35
6] 1f 14ne is 45, mulriply x x_|5]
1f line is 0, multiply|2] =x [3] x x 64,350
Divide line B} by 64,350 and multiply-by 100 L R
y 66, ultiply-by svn 1.9
’ Figure 7




=
AIR ROUTE WORK SHEET ~—
Assigned Valus Huled- Max, | Ref.
Rating Factor (Circle One) plier Score Score|(Section)
[0 oeservep reLmasE 0 @ 1 qs | «s | sa
Date and Location: 3/23 Ig'z ’\h‘(H\ﬁhf\ e sl C & ‘-,
) Qe feepolt okedl barleround
Sampling Protocol: -
- - 2= i phote » ionzecs € |- OVA
1f line is 0, then S = 0. Enter on line [:J.
1f line 1] -4s 45, then proceed to line (:].
(2] wASTE CHARACTERISTICS ) 5.2
Reactiviry and Q:IS! 3 - 1 A 3
Incompatibility
Toxicity 0120 3 ?cr 9
Hazardous Waste (E)l 2345678 .1 o 8
Quantity l
: . [0
Tetal Waste Characteristics Score f*/ 20
II TARGETS 5.3
Population Within 09 12-15 18 1 o 30
4-Mile Radius 2D 24 27 30
Distance to Sensitive 23 2 (e 6
Environment
Land Use 01 2® 1 = 3
Total Targets Score Z“‘ 39
Multiply x [ x 3] 35,100
-
Divide line[Z) by 35,100 and multiply by 100 s, =. 1237
-
Figure 9 20
Sheet

Adr Route Work
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Ground‘,.zét_er Route Score -(sgw) K . 'L‘-{ |—,.. Q8
Surface Water Route Score (Sgy) X -1.55 £7.00
Ai£'Route Score (Sg) - b'lZEis;;;'léi e .20

.- S R, T x, PO - v 3&'7'&: re -

\,/582w +s2, +s? /1.73 | %

Figure 10
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FIRE AND EXPLOSION WORK SHEET

Assigned Value Muled- HMax. Ref,
1 Rating Factor (Circle One) plier ScorelScore [(Section)
1 - :
= Contaimwent 1 (3 1 3 3 7.1
—Z]uaste Characteristics _ 7.2
Direct Evidence 0 Lgfs b 3. 3
.. lgnitabilicy 0120 ) 1 3 3
. Reactivity . - 0@2,3 l w=—- 4:- <3
Incompatibility o@®:2 3 1 1003
Hazardous Waste Quantity (0)1 23 4 S 67 8 1 o 8
. Total Waste Characteristics Score 20
3
L":]‘Iarge.ts 7.3
Distance to Nearest 01 2@4 S 1 3 5
Population
Distance to Nearest 0 1@3 1 Z 3
Building
Distance to Sensitive QCh 23 1 O 3
Environoent
Land Use 01 20 1 2 3
Population Within 012340 1 s 5
2-Mile Radius
Buildings Within 01234@® 1 S 5
2-Mile Radius '
Total Target Score ]EB 24
.é:] i —— —
smlesply |1 ) x| 2] x | 3] 1,440
tvsse 1003
Divide linel 3 ) by 1,440 and multiply by 100 SFE = 3D, 0

Figure 11

Fire and Explosion Work Sheet
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~— — S’ S
pIRECT CONTACT WORK SHEET
Assigned Value Muled- Max, Ref.
Rat $ng Factor {Circle One) plier |[Score|Score | (Srctfon)
1 o . -
Observed Incddent 0. (nsf ) 1 4s 48 8.1
-1 1f line s 45, proceed to line |&
l! line i 0, proceed to line l .
Acccssibility 012213 i 1 b B.2
R Y ] RS e
Containment - ° .- 0 15 . 1 <: 18 8.)
L Vaste Characteristics
Toxicity 01 23D s 1S ] 1s 8.¢
oy . - T
Targets . 3.5%
Population within a 012 3@5 & I 20
l-mile radius
Distance to a @ 23 & o 12
critical radbitar )
) Total TJargets Score (s l 32
EJ 1f{ line |1 l is L5, bulriply ~L]:] x ]LT x |S | —_ ]
1f 1ine 1] 1s 0, moledply [2] x |37 x J&| x 1514 21,600
? R
1 Divide Yine 16] by 21,600 and ultiply by 100 Spc -
— y ply by DC O

US% 18 x I = 0% = Dc

-

_5¢
) 21 to X (oo T :s%)

Figure 12
Direct Contact VWork Sheet
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T NTATIVI s
FUR
HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM

IRSTRUCTIONS: The purpose of these rccords is to provide a convenient
\.-‘a-y"‘{';:“??c,p_are an avditable record of the data and documentation used to
apply the M2zard Ranking System to a given site. The source of informa-
tion should be provided for each entry and should be a bibliographic-type
veference Lhat will allow asnyone to find the document used for a given
data point. Include the location of the dccument and consider appending

a copy of the relevant zpe{s) for ease in review b An intercsted
PY P=B . y Yy

parly.

FACILITY NAME: QARomA _/DEf\D CeEER

1.OCATION: SNJGET\ . (S‘r QL_A& CDLIMT\-“B

e o e s .
civeled nzrer condeasy nd ensironm o



1] DOBSERVED RELEASE

Contasminants detected off site (5 wmasimum):
Iok's, chioanling, c\m\n\c«obcnzem. Qopper, ma Samese (_sa.d
Q\m\c‘ne.\mm., ch‘moeh%\ aliphabic h~1c!(ocw.bms -::.luu mf-\«ul
encemic | eadmium p%csF\\ofaus

7’

Reasoning by which the prescnce of the detected contaminants can be
attributed to the facility:

Found 1n TEPA mow"f‘orms u..\c.l\c surrouv\dw] Hae sife
Wadlks toffesponds to waske of sevaval (nadusbres tn Hha anae

S 18 sur foumdsd b—\ darious mdushies
SeukeeT A ?ce.‘\mmur H e\\'oyzo\c 1e Trsesbhgahin n e Nocthana G hen 2

Deacd Crc.e.\' sJu.mrh—‘ By Ran 5( T | 4/el, TEFA kegels
RE 39-29

2 ROUTE CHARACTER1STICS

Depth to Aquifer of Concern.

Name/description of aquifers(s) of concern:

A ]
Ner ArPuestle (N/a) - ObERNED Relense (o.ra.\‘

Depth{s) from the ground surface to the highest seasonal level of the
saturated zone [water table(s)] of the aquifer of concern: \\/

N/A - O.R.

Depth from the ground surface to the lowest point of waste disposal/
storage:

: N/A - o k.

recyl'ed paper
Yo pagcier n.-)-.;_\ el envirantoomg



net Trtcipitution — —_

Mcan annual or seasonal precipitation:

N/A - 6.,

———r
—

Mean annval lake or seasonal evaporation:

N/A - o.R,

Net precipitation (subtract the above figures):

N/a - o.R.

Permeability of Unsaturated Zone

Soil type in unsaturated zone:

N/A - 6.k,
Permezbility associated with soil type:
N/A - o &,

Physical State

Physical state of waste at time of disposal (or generasted gases):

Ny

recycied papes

ceologs nnd emvimiioment



3 NTALNVENT . - .
\-’( h L

Contairnment L _

Hethod(s) of waste or leachate containment evaluated:

N/A - 0.(2'.

—

[EYS ST

Method with highest score:

N/a -0k,

4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Toxicity and Persistence, . .,
Compound(s) evaluvated: : Toxuc\'\\\ PERSISTENCE
PQB‘f- '_ 2 ' =
Qhlews avahing 3 \
A clrloto zons, 2 -
Cu clobhex sovg 2 >

Compound wih highest score:

SCcURLE - SAY § NFPA DA

< coRes A

Bazardous Waste Quantity

Total quantity of hazardous waste at the facility (excluding those with a ~
containment score of 0):

CINENGLON = AREA HAS BEEN USED 'At SEVERAL LAMDFILs

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:
Seuket : A Prelimwan H‘t°\"°3‘?~°‘°5“ Trveshgehen g —the
N v Hatx a po(hm’\ Of ﬁea:} C‘.ru.k b d‘L\ﬁ\LT ‘e
. S 3
B Ron St Joln - H/e1 IEPA Regord

* x % SCSRLE=E A @

1ecycled paper
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Trels) of c;uéfer(s) of concern within a.3-mile 1afine nf ihe facyditv:
Iﬁdu&.{'ﬁd / c°mmc‘°'l - SouReE - It STH-T: ‘JA-'C"Q _g...uE,Jc-A-l
Missise g pi Piore 18 Mogeor woley touhrsa v e aluso

-

rew

———— T

Distance to Neargst Well

Location of nearest well drawing from agquifer of concern or occupied.. .. ... ..:ex
->u3ilding not served by-a“ public-water supply: _

< 20&)-{* Mmaah‘l*o u.szll (ad‘en'\ '&'b Gud fouwy bus Qougeg
cene  of c\&gcssxm m wsater ‘E le —w cortominated wall

.

Zistance to above well or bulldlng

» L zeoo $4 ScopEs A @

- Fepulation Served bv Ground Water Wells Within a 3-Mile Radius

Zdentified public-supply well(s) drawing frow asquifer(s) of concern
within & S-mile radius:

v Nane . Teoele S.'«.L‘;I N TR & acer) kotisd Ho

Lo Brnleneg

Y £ mnou \ ‘
Fruate - wndnskiad Quve Catp )

Population served by each asbove public-supply well and how computed:

P~ 0 SouktE { T SWs

Compuiation of land area irrigated by supply well(s) drawing fromw
zovifer(s) of concern within a 3-mile radius, and conversion to
population (1.5 people per acre):

'N/A

Totzl pecpulstion served by ground water within a 3-mile radius:

’I«\c\_x\kH\éJ usk. cm\a, Scabee A @ .



] OBSERVED RELEASE

 Contaminants detccted-in curface.water. at the facility or downhill . fromie o —— om0 2R

< [ -0 -

st (5 maximum):

—TT™R'S Qhlovoamiling, dichlevo banteme | aycloheneome,

Chloyo ph.w\c(
' Reasoning by Zhich the presence of the- detected contzminants can:-beirnniz o« mt bt
attributed to the: facility:she wwco ! rmi— " 770 e e e mmem et A m ey

Qon‘\mmmank': d.s.eo-:.d-e.d dxrec_H.-a m(’n u.suLe,( - Leals. m\,\s,s
of treste downch tom § Cectam Company hg\dw‘) Ponds Show
waske omelysrs of Ha sowms Yype

<AUBCE: © ST Joun'n RERoRY

A

* Kk *

2 ROUTE CHA4RACTER1ISTICS

Facility Slope and Intervening Terrain.

Average sl:pe of facility in percent:

N/a ~oik.
vame/description of nearest downslope surface water:
~

N/A - 0.€.

Averzge slope of terrain between facility and above-cited surface watler
body in percent:

N/a - o'

1s the facility located either totally or partially in surface water?

N/A - o,

1-cyci=C peper

cealogs aud envirenmem



. .
.

1s the facility completery suwvounded Ly “reas of high. 2l _natien?

N/A -oR

. ; .

- ‘J—Yea;_lksnour~Rainfall+in'Inches;lfnjf-.;,nu” -

TR/ -0

Distance to Nearest Downsl@ke-Surface Watert:i:—-ro- o0

N/a - ok

Physical State of Waste
N/a - o.&.
* * *
.
3 CONTAINMENT
Containment
. Method(s) of waste or leachate containment evaluated:

N/A - & ..

Method with highest score:

N/A -0 &

recycied paper
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Refer to CGround Water "Route .

* K x
5 TARGETS
Surface Water Use... . .:i:. Zeo:

Use(s) of surface water within 3 miles downstream of the hazardous
substance:

Recnashon = chhildnam Pb"l i crasle
Seeves A (D

Is there.tidal influence?
No

A ]

Distance to a Sensitive Environwent

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) coastal wetland, if 2 miles or less:

} Zl'mLz

Distance to S-acre (minimum) fresh-water wetland, if ] mile or less:

Distance to critical habitat of an endangered species or national
wildlife refuge, 1f 1 mile or less:

> sl Scorez A (O

recycled rerer ivologs o cmironmem



T‘»'J".:l.ﬂiun Scived Ly Sow_arfe_ater

Location(s) of public-supply intake(s) within 3 miles (free-flowing
bodies) or I mile (static water bodies) dovwnstream of the hazardous
substance:

Neone

Population served by each above public-supply intake:

Novwes

Computation of land area irrigated by above-cited intake(s) and
conversion to population (1.5 people per acre):

N/A

Totzl population served:

S

Name/description of nearest of above water bodies:

-DQQA Crecle

Distance to azbove-cited intakes, measured in stream miles.

VLS

TOTRL 1 ADEES A

PP .
ixlylweC pEner evodiey aoud envirnnieent

"
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1 OBSERVED RELEASE .

Contaminants detected:
R No ..Po-c-‘Gc.s - Jusf— S Sufyty hgt),a;‘u.« AR TS
_readig (ehich fd spols obere \boeles round )
Scuree - BT mamne Y/ le2 by Daw Wesedks

Date and location of detection of contaminants
2/723 /82
Mo«ﬁ'\ O\NA DQ\A Crezl ‘—Ju%{' Soata b{ Qum1 AJQ

Methods used to detect the contaminants: ' -
C)rjo.m\'c, \]o-(:c.»{ Anal%g.q.e,( ' '

2~ Hild plobe = tionier 1002 & leowp
\\\j J \Ohﬁe

Explocimetes, Radiahon Suriey mater, O Trdicadot

Reasoning by which the presence of the detected contaminants can be -
attributed to the site:

Y Akeeorphon of cenbammmants woba s S.':r:\l, a bured p
was %w.)-é GJY\ i e creelds  LuHa o Jwbté\ g Ott-‘ leUlC’
Qomimm  from Mdwest Bubker ule & pipe Hiur woile
- M“‘D e c:m-\z.CO-mk bed .,9:“5;1 WILTS o waedlz  an :L\

%* %k %

2 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Reactivity and Incompatibility

Three most reactive compounds (indicate one used):

Phespherous

Three most incompatible pairs of compounds (indicate one used):

10

ceymTos mzma .
1eCyl.ec peEper ecalogy and envirnnmen
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p— —

Three most Loxic cumpoUnds (indicate one uscd):

P> 3 |
Dichloco phamd | >
>

nlovo amiling

Hazardous Waste Quantity

Total quantity of hazardous waste:

L oud o)

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

.

3" TARGETS

Popu]athizwithin 4-Mile Radius

Circle radius used, give population, and indicate how determined:

1 to 4 mi -~ 1/4 to 1/2 mi

Distance to a Sensitive Environment

0 te 1/4 mi

Distznce to 5-acre (minimum) coastal wetland, if 2 miles or less:

.:> E:ﬂﬁ\Q5

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) fresh-water wetlznd, if 1 mile or less:

> b moele

11

vealess aold environment
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Distance lo critiew1 b tat of an codanpger.d b,iJ't:v if ) mile or

less: ' S ‘ﬂmk&_ Eﬁs A C::)

——
—

Land Use

Distance to commercial/industrial area, if 1 mile or less:

< l/“l mile C’\.vzwo{(-\ Topo ma-f = FI17T mspe_tc’v'em
Sespes A D

Distance to national or state park, forest, or wildlife reserve, if 2
miles or less: :

Distance to residential area, 1if 2 wmiles or 1less:

DA S g e
< A el "'EFQ Mo {: £ T iaspoetion
* [CIRES A &

Distance to agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if 1
mile or less:

< 4 mida 'h?c mop § FT iegpahon
ScaRes A @

Distance to prime agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if
2 miles or less: :

£ ‘/"4 ivE ‘;[a{)o MCJ( T T \w::ﬁt@:f\;w\
Scares A (D |

Is a historic or landmark site (National Register or Historic Places and
National Natural Landémarks) within the view of the site?

No - only He S Lous Arda

tecyliec peper 12 -
olosy mnd convironmem
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Scsees AR ;
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TARECT EJVIOENCE —%» N mcosww's , oud phmla«a-ra{:&s
of ok besl o Are _

—te

o scopes A D
TenimBiim —» s A =
T-DK'LIT'\‘ PERSISTENCE Voris TRB LTy R€Y\CTNH\\

Chlvo brazeme ra z 3 o
-b\d/\‘o«o‘:l’\wo\ = % (o) o
Cllooanttins 3 ! ! o
Po kR 3 3 ) o,
?hose\*\o{ods 2 I e {

\\/A(SQF\\C 2 ) O /

- Q-‘domw\& 4 ra I, - Q

SQAEC—é'- SAx AmD NFPA DATA
REACTIWIT] — Sc,csu’s\A )
A 0D

T NCompAT BIOITY —=
Haz . WRASTE QUF\N\‘H\) —x UNKENDuoR) @ S Calees f‘\@

TARGETS
T T, T NEREEST TOF
201 F - 26Ho £t seezs A D
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DT T NEXREST BADG -
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LAND USE —= Sopes A (DD (= oir ehen)

Pob W/N 2 MILE RADWUS —=> 1 239 ! Y of E St Lows § ISaobm/
(E St. lows ! §iM00 pcp\ counted of &f meop > 2.6 b(({.z

SN00/a 2 646D emfla SCover A @
BLOGS, Win 2 M RAO, ~™ (Sio wumked 463/, o = O TTSTAL. 2220

DIREeT Conth LT
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PCR's = 2 Stokes A S
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_ Sar~et Dead Ditch
N Se_et, IL.

1. What information has already been provided to Headquarters?

_AIf the response to any of the questions is readily available in Headquarters
so state and give the names and telephone numbers of the people having the
information and in what form (memo, report, etc.) it was supplied.

None

2. What is the History/threat of the site?

A short, descriptive narrative of one to two pages is preferred with an appendix
of significant dates, Include a list of substances found, or believed to be
_found on the site (with notations to distinguish the difference) and a short
description of the population at risk and/or the environment affected.

Il1legal dumping of large amounts of phosphorus in an ephemeral stream has

. resulted in surface water and soil contamination. Animals exposed to the area
have died from the exposure.

3. What detailed studies have been performed on the site?

A short description of each study, with dates performed. The name of the con-
tractor, the project officer (with address and telephone number) and a summary

of the findings will be needed. A copy of the final report, or executive summary
of each study will be requested to be sent to Headquarters. These studies include
hydrogeological studies, soil, water and air monitoring, ground-penetrating radar
studies and any others which define the extent of the problem, provide information
needed to plan remedial measures and/or provide for a facility plad1Eomp1ete1y

or partially clean the site.

* Samples from the ditch have been taken, and indicate extremely high levels
of phosphorus.



-2 -
_ 4, What emergency/requial actions are necessary to clean the site?

These actions are those necessary to completely eliminate or ultimately secure

the hazardous materials on or off the site. The description of these measures
‘should be as specific as possible and should reflect the data obtained in the
studies supplied in answer to question 3. These actions are not limited to

those already approved or underway but should be those that should be performed
for a total cleanup of the site. These are, however, generic activities such

as "removal of contaminated soil”, "repackaging and/or removal of drums”, “con-
struction of a leachate collection and treatment system”. Include the studies
that should be performed in order to better define the remedial activities needed.

The ‘contaminant source must be removed and properly disposed of.

~

~

5. What alternative measures have been suggested?

For each activity prescribed in question 4 provide a list of alternative methods
considered at the site to acheive the objective. If only one method is availadle
to. effect some remedial measure, or no alternative measures have been considered,
simply state that as the case. 1f possible, provide the merits and demerits of
each alternative considered.

None.

6. What is the final cleanup plan, if any, for the site?

. None.
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7. What mechanisms are available for funding the above closure plans?

Such funding sources include 311 monies, state fundings, private sources through
- Administrative Orders or consent decrees, money “volenteered” from private
_sources, FIT contracting or subcontracting and Superfund money.

None other than superfund.

N 8. What actions have been planned for the site?

These remedial/emergency activities are a subset of those indicated under question
2 and include those actions for which RFP's, IFB's, and/or TDD's have been pre-
pared. These are activities for which the scope of work and work plans have been
developed but have not been initiated.

Other than state-continued minitoring, no actions have been planned.

— 9. What problems are present to prevent the implementation of activities under
question 8? '

Such problems may include awaiting final results of a necessary study, poor
weather conditions delaying construction, disallowal of 311 money for the
planned activity, extended contract negotiations, lack of subcontracting
money under the FIT contract, public interference, lack of acceptable disposal
site and/or method. Include the anticipated time to overcome the obstacles
and any actions that Headquarters could take to expedite the sclution.

-

Funding problems prohibit solutions to the contamination problems.
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10. What actions are currently underway at the Site?

A brief description of the level of activity, extent of remedy anticipated, time
of completion and associated costs (if available) of such activities as State-
directed cleanup, 311 actions, owner/operator and legislation.

" Nonmne.

11. Have cost estimates been developed?

At best estimate of the total cost should be supplied. 1If at all possible the
rationale behind the estimate should be provided. Also, needed, if available,
are the cost estimates for each anticipated activity described under questions
3 and ‘4. Include the dates applicable to each of the cost estimates.

No.

12. Have time estimates been developed?

A best estimate of the total time needed to clean the site as well as times
and scheduling for each phase of cleanup should be provided. 1Is a facility
management plan available, or can one be developed? If so, please supply
this information. If enforcement/legistation is underway have deadlines
been established under Administrative orders or a consent decree? 1If so,
what are they and are they being met? Has a case development plan been
formulated? If so, what are the relevant dates?

No.

- .
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13. VWhat are the important circumstances relevant to the cleanup that should

be considered?

RN
For instance,
tnforcement/litigation‘
Public Participation
State Involvement

N~

Conéressional Interest

Notoriety
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There seems to be no culpable party, the dumping was clandestine.

What are the prospects of getting a responsible
party to affect the cleanup in an acceptable

time? 1Is some necessary precedent being estab-
lished?

Are public interest groups actively involved?
To what extent? Supply names (and telephone
numbers) of people that should be contacted if
the site is selected for cleanup under Super-
fund.

What level of activity has the STate shown in
regards to the site? Should the State office
be contacted directly? Who in the State office
should participate? '

Have any STate or Federal Congressman shown &
substantial interest in the site?

Have newspapers, television, activist groups
publicized the site? Examples would be Love
Canal, Memphis, Valley of the Drums, etc.



